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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-48 are pending in the application. The Examiner has allowed claims 1-30 and 43-48. 
The Examiner has rejected claims 31-42. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of pending 
claims 1-48. 

The Examiner has rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by AoyagL 
et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2002/0032761). Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

Regarding claim 31, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited reference fail to anticipate 
the subject matter of claim 31. As one example, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited 
reference fail to anticipate "a display device comprising a discovery range window for displaying a 
network address range for discovery of network devices and a discovered devices window for 
displaying identification information for devices discovered within said network address range, said 
devices providing routing capabilities." While the Examiner cites "(graphical user interface GUI for 
displaying a range of network addresses for discovery of network devices, elements 3601, 3603, 3604, 
Fig. 36)," Applicant does not see disclosure as to "...a network address range..." in the cited portion of 
the cited reference. Rather, element 3601 is described as a "Network Map," which does not appear to 
disclose "...a network address range...," reference 3603 merely denotes highlighting (col. 16, lines 5 
and 6) and does not appear to disclose "...a network address range...," and non-intelligent hub 3604 
(col. 16, line 10) does not appear to disclose "...a network address range...." Therefore, Applicant 
submits a prima facie showing of anticipation has not been made with respect to the subject matter of 
claim 3 1 . Thus, Applicant submits claim 31 is in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner has rejected claim 32-35 and 37-42 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Aoyagi et al. (US Publication 2002/0032761), in view of Singer, et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,834,298). Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

Regarding claim 32, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to 
anticipate or render unpatentable the subject matter of claim 32. As one example, Applicant submits 
the cited portions of the cited references fail to disclose "a user interface for accepting input from a 
user, said user interface comprising means for said user to specify said discovery range." While the 
Examiner cites, "(col. 15, lines 10-19 and Fig. 19E)" of the Singer reference, Applicant respectfully 
disagrees. Applicant submits the cited portion of the cited reference fails to disclose and teaches away 
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from the subject matter of claim 32, for example, "... means for said user to specify said discovery 
range." Rather, col. 15, lines 13-15, state, "...buttons 5070 and 5072 allowing particular functions to 
be performed (i.e., remove or remove all of the selected ranges)." Thus, Applicant submits claim 32 is 
in condition for allowance. 

Regarding claim 33, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to 
anticipate or render unpatentable the subject matter of claim 33. Applicant has presented arguments 
for the allowability of claims from which claim 33 depends. Thus, Applicant submits claim 33 is also 
in condition for allowance. 

Regarding claim 34, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to 
anticipate or render unpatentable the subject matter of claim 34. As one example, Applicant submits 
the cited portions of the cited references fail to disclose or suggest "a network communications system 
for sending network communications to each network address in said discovery range and for receiving 
responses from any network address in said discovery range." While the Examiner states, "Singer 
discloses Auto-Discovery Service (network communication system) where it sends 'ping' (network 
communications) to the IP address range when searching the IP address range for network devices (col. 
5, lines 52-67, col. 6, lines 1-8 and Fig. 4)," Applicant submits the Examiner does not allege teaching 
or suggestion as to "...and for receiving responses from any network address in said discovery range." 
Therefore, Applicant submits the Examiner has not made a prima facie showing of obviousness with 
respect to claim 34. Thus, Applicant submits claim 34 is in condition for allowance. 

Regarding claim 35, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to 
anticipate or render unpatentable the subject matter of claim 35. As one example, Applicant submits 
the cited portions of the cited references fail to disclose or suggest "wherein said range comprises a 
plurality of contiguous network addresses." While the Examiner cites "(a plurality of contiguous IP 
addresses, see Fig. 46a)" in the Aoyagi reference, Applicant notes Fig. 46a appears not to disclose 
values for the expressions "xxx." Thus, Applicant submits the cited portion of the cited reference fails 
disclose or suggest the subject matter of claim 35. Therefore, Applicant submits claim 35 is in 
condition for allowance. 

Regarding claim 37, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to 
anticipate or render unpatentable the subject matter of claim 37. As one example, Applicant submits 
the cited portions of the cited references fail to disclose or suggest "a message response analyzer for 
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analyzing responses received from network addresses in said discovery range." While the Examiner 
cites "(analyzing network device information display areas 3601, 3602, see paragraph 0339, Fig. 36)," 
Applicant notes paragraph [0339] of the Aoyagi reference describes the features of Fig. 36 using verbs 
such as "is displayed," not "analyzing." Therefore, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited 
reference fail to disclose or suggest the subject matter of claim 37. Thus, Applicant submits claim 37 
is in condition for allowance. 

Regarding claim 38, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to 
anticipate or render unpatentable the subject matter of claim 38. As one example, Applicant submits 
the cited portions of the cited references fail to disclose or suggest "wherein said message response 
analyzer comprises identification means for identifying a type of a device sending a response." While 
the Examiner cites "(network map area 3601 in the network configuration of chart display, identifies 
whether the device is a type of router or non-intelligent hub, see Fig. 36)," Applicant submits Fig. 36 is 
entitled an "Example of Network Configuration Chart Display." Accordingly, it appears to disclose a 
"Network Configuration Chart Display," not a "message response analyzer" "wherein said message 
response analyzer comprises identification means...." Thus, Applicant submits claim 38 is in 
condition for allowance. 

Regarding claim 39, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to 
anticipate or render unpatentable the subject matter of claim 39. Applicant has presented arguments 
for the allowability of claims from which claim 39 depends. Thus, Applicant submits claim 39 is also 
in condition for allowance. 

Regarding claim 40, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to 
anticipate or render unpatentable the subject matter of claim 40. Applicant has presented arguments 
for the allowability of claims from which claim 40 depends. Thus, Applicant submits claim 40 is also 
in condition for allowance. 

Regarding claim 41, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to 
anticipate or render unpatentable the subject matter of claim 4 1 . Applicant has submitted arguments 
for the allowability of claims from which claim 41 depends. Thus, Applicant submits claim 41 is also 
in condition for allowance. 
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Regarding claim 42, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to 
anticipate or render unpatentable the subject matter of claim 42. As one example, Applicant submits 
the cited portions of the cited references fail to disclose or suggest "wherein said discovered devices 
window comprises information identifying a discovered device's type." While the Examiner cites 
"(network map area 3601 in the network configuration of chart display, which identifies the device is 
of type router, see element 3601, Fig. 36 and paragraph 0445)," Applicant notes "ori- 
irouter.ori.xxxxo.jp" appears to be a subdomain name, not information identifying a discovered 
device's type." For example, a network intrusion detection scheme might misdescriptively assign 
subdomain names to lure hackers to a "honeypot" to detect unauthorized access. Accordingly, a 
subdomain name cannot be trusted as identifying a device's type. Thus, Applicant submits claim 42 is 
in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner has rejected claim 36 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Aoyagi et al. in view of Singer, and in further view of Bearden et al. (USP 6,917,626). Applicant 
respectfully disagrees. Applicant notes the Bearden et al. reference is U.S. Publication No. US 
2003/0097438 Al, while USP 6,917,626 corresponds to the Duvvury reference. Thus, Applicant 
submits the Examiner has not uniquely identified the references upon which the Examiner purports to 
reject claim 36. Therefore, Applicant submits claim 36 is in condition for allowance. 

Moreover, Applicant submits the cited portions of the cited references fail to disclose or 
suggest the subject matter of claim 36. As one example, Applicant submits the cited portions of the 
cited references fail to disclose or suggest "wherein said range comprises a plurality of discreet, non- 
contiguous network addresses." While the Examiner cites "(see paragraphs 0012, 0013, 0014)" of the 
Bearden reference as allegedly disclosing network devices with IP addresses that belong to another 
subnet, Applicant submits teaching in the Bearden reference as to subnets does not necessarily disclose 
or suggest "...a plurality of discreet, non-contiguous network addresses." Rather, multiple subnets 
could be assigned addresses that are not "discreet, non-contiguous network addresses." Thus, 
Applicant submits claim 36 is in condition for allowance. 
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In conclusion, Applicant has overcome all of the Office's rejections, and early notice of 
allowance to this effect is earnestly solicited. If, for any reason, the Office is unable to allow the 
Application on the next Office Action, and believes a telephone interview would be helpful, the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned attorney. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date 





Ross D. Snyder, Reg. No. 37,730 

Attorney for Applicant(s) 

Ross D. Snyder & Associates, Inc. 

POBox 164075 

Austin, Texas 78716-4075 

(512) 347-9223 (phone) 

(512) 347-9224 (fax) 
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